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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to applicant's response filed on 2/4/09. Claims 6-12 are 
now pending in the present application. This action is made final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 6-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by Khlat 
(US 2004/0037379) in view of Hsieh et al (US 7,260,068). 

Regarding claim 6, Khlat teaches a GSM/UMTS wireless communications 
network participant comprising: 

a plurality of communications subsystems, each subsystem being arranged to 
transmit and/or receive signals under a different telecommunications standard (see Fig. 
1 and [0015]); 

a single clock for generating a single timing signal (see Figs, 1, 4, and [0016, 
0053] regarding clock source 110); and 
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a layer 1 accumulator timer for sending commands to at least one of the 
subsystems for its or their operation, the accumulator timer deducing the timing of the 
commands relative to the clock signal (see Fig. 2 and [0027-0031 , 0044] regarding 
layer 1 accumulator timers). 

However, Khlat is silent with a scheduler for the accumulator timers. However, 
Hsieh teaches a scheduler for deducing the timing of the commands relative to the 
clock signal by setting a count value for a counter for synchronization purpose (see Fig. 
3 regarding refs. 84, 74, 75, 72 and col. 1 1 , lines 42-48). Since Khlat teaches 
accumulator timers are used to count and derive GSM timebase value and UMTS 
timebase value from a single clock 26 MHz for synchronizing with GSM/UMTS base 
stations, one skilled in the art would recognize that these accumulator timers would 
obviously comprise counters (see Khlat, Fig. 2, [0027]) in order to count and derive 
GSM timebase value and UMTS timebase value from a single clock 26 MHz in the 
similar way as disclosed above by Hsieh. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Khlat for providing a 
scheduler as suggested by Hsieh, to command the accumulator timers in Khlat to set a 
count value for each counter in accumulator timers so that a GSM clock timebase signal 
and a UMTS clock timebase signal would be achieved for synchronizing with the timing 
of a respective GSM base station or a respective UMTS base station, for synchronizing 
and/or power management purpose. 

Regarding claim 7, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 
6 above. In addition, it is clear that Khlat as modified in view of Hsieh would teach 
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several subsystems each receive commands from the scheduler on the basis of the 
clock signal (see Hsieh, Fig. 3 regarding refs. 84, 74, 75, 72 and col. 11, lines 42-48). 

Regarding claim 8, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 
6 above. In addition, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Khlat for providing the clock signal that would match to at 
least one of the subsystems without the intermediary of the scheduler in the similar way 
as disclosed by Hsieh (see Fig. 1 regarding timing generator 46 of the GSM system 
receiving a clock signal without the need of a counter or the intermediary of the 
scheduler), for cost saving (i.e, by eliminating a counter). 

Regarding claim 9, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 
6 above. In addition, Khlat teaches one of said subsystems is a GSM subsystem and 
another is a UMTS subsystem (see [0044]). 

Regarding claim 10, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in 
claim 8 above. 

Regarding claim 11, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in 
claim 7 above. 

Regarding claim 12, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in 
claim 9 above. 



3. Claims 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable by 
Ormson (US 7,433,709) in view of Hsieh et al (US 7,260,068). 
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Regarding claim 10, Ormson teaches a GSM/UMTS wireless communications 
network participant comprising: 

a plurality of communications subsystems, each subsystem being arranged to 
transmit and/or receive signals under a different telecommunications standard (see Fig. 
1 and col. 3, lines 35-67); 

a generator for generating a clock signal (see Fig, 1, col. 4, lines 15-20); and 

a DSP/logics for sending commands to at least one of the subsystems for its or 
their operation, the DSP/logics deducing the timing of the commands relative to the 
clock signal (see Fig. 1 , col. 4, lines 8-48 regarding counters 24, 32 and logic blocks 18, 
26). 

However, Ormson fails to teach a scheduler for the DSP/logics. However, Hsieh 
teaches a scheduler for deducing the timing of the commands relative to the clock 
signal by setting a count value for a counter (see Fig. 3 regarding refs. 84, 74, 75, 72 
and col. 1 1 , lines 42-48). Since Ormson and Hsieh both teach a sleep mode signal and 
counters, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Ormson for providing a scheduler as suggested by Hsieh, to 
command the independent logics in the Ormson to set a count value for each counter 
in independent logics so that a GSM clock timebase signal and a UMTS clock timebase 
signal would be achieved for synchronizing with the timing of a respective GSM base 
station or a respective UMTS base station, for synchronizing and/or power management 
purpose. 
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Further, since Ormson suggests a single DSP and a single logic block for both 
GSM and UMTS (see col. 4, lines 1-7), it would have been obvious to one skilled in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Ormson for providing the clock signal 
that would match to one of the subsystems without the intermediary of the scheduler in 
the similar way as disclosed by Hsieh (see Fig. 1 regarding timing generator 46 of the 
GSM system receiving a clock signal without the need of a counter or the intermediary 
of the scheduler), for cost saving (i.e, by eliminating a counter). 

Regarding claim 11, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in 
claim 6 above. In addition, it is clear that Ormson as modified in view of Hsieh would 
teach several subsystems each receive commands from the scheduler on the basis of 
the clock signal (see Hsieh, Fig. 3 regarding refs. 84, 74, 75, 72 and col. 11, lines 42- 
48). 

Regarding claim 12, the claim is rejected for the same reason as set forth in 
claim 6 above. In addition, Ormson teaches one of said subsystems is a GSM 
subsystem and another is a UMTS subsystem (see col. 3, lines 39-67). 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 6-12 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 
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5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

See the attached PTO-892. 

7. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300 (for formal communications intended for entry) 
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(571)-273-7893 (for informal or draft communications). 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Customer Service Window, 
Randolph Building, 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Due M. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-7893, 
Monday-Thursday (9:00 AM - 5:00 PM). 

Or to Nay Maung (Supervisor) whose telephone number is (571) 272-7882. 

/Due M. Nguyen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2618 

Apr 17, 2009 



